Berkeley, CA 94709 
Dear Harold, 23, 1977 

I have just received your letter of 5/1^ sinr« ai 
I 11 have to answer on the basis of mv \ Alvarez is on vacation, 

I certainly don't recairr nf ^ P^>^sonal knowledge, 
all to do with Alvarez." We have neverfullv*^ adventure had nothing at 

what his work signifies; as his paper makes Lea ^ *b*reH±gn£i exactly 

and I do not agree with all of them. ' his conclusions are his own; 

tztI 

I paid for a good chunk of the g film procLLinf ^ * I know that 

as i publication, Alvarez' paper was dlftrlb*!r pocket, 

as is usually done with technical pa^L (Ind ^ Preprint, 

Alvarez, with somewhat 'personal' material’ < 5 nrb someone as high-ranking 

remarks, I suppose). I „ouid assume acceLance 

the typing, and the figures wer '’^’^f^nal secretary at the lab did 

would be quite Kxp surprised if the S "s, Prepared at the lab. I 

of us were on flexible schedules, it might bra^Lrth' 

work on the Zapruder film"°i wouldLe'^*'^’^ official "support" for any of Alvarez' 
earmarked for Lis. ’ ^ ^ surprised if Em gave him any il^^ey 

statement on the covar'^that^the wLk^w^*^^"' ^ PxepraiHS preprinted 

cover said it was prepared for ERDA ”under^Cn^^^^^ * government; the 

sure that this is a gLeral conlfact ttl W-7405-ENC-48. " I'm pretty 

I expect that it is quite misleading 'in Lif plr^Llar*’*'^''" 

If you want further clari particular case. 

Group A Physics, Lawrence JerJfJefuL directly at 

CA 94720. Berkeley Lab., University of California, Berkeley 

contradictioi tryLS^ls jusLfifr'"''*'^ subsidized work in 

addre^:^ him a list of names and 

not on that list, the omission was 

you •"»" • "Wl. buck, a„. I ,bousbb 


Sincerely, 

PLH 


"»nr» 




